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Ariana Muñoz,a,b,∗ Gustavo Rubio,b,† Sebastián Salgadoc,‡
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Abstract

In this paper we consider the construction of a free differential algebra as an extension of the

extended Bargmann algebra in arbitrary dimensions. This is achieved by introducing a new

Maurer-Cartan equation for a three-form gauge multiplet in the adjoint representation of the

extended Bargmann algebra. The new Maurer-Cartan equation is provided of non-triviality

by means of the introduction of a four-form cocycle, representative of a Chevalley-Eilenberg

cohomology class. We derive the corresponding dual L∞ algebra and, by using the formalism

of non-linear realizations, propose a five-dimensional gauge invariant action principle. Then,

we derive the corresponding equations of motion and study how the presence of the three-form

gauge fields and the four-cocycle modify the corresponding non-relativistic dynamics.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, several models have been proposed to describe the dynamics of non-relativistic

gravity, especially in the three-dimensional case. First attempts of obtaining non-relativistic

algebras were made in refs. [1, 2], where a non-relativistic version of the Poincaré algebra was

derived by splitting its Lorentz index into space and time components, and then performing an

Inönü-Wigner contraction that, from a physical point of view, corresponds to the limit in which

the speed of light becomes infinite. Further developments and applications of the Galilean algebra

and other non-relativistic symmetries [3–6] have gained a growing attention in recent years due to

their relevance in several fields of theoretical physics, such as condensed matter, holography [7–11]

and the study of the quantum Hall effect [12–15]. Once introduced a non-relativistic symmetry,

the natural step forward would be the construction of a gauge invariant action principle from

where the dynamics of non-relativistic gravity would be derived. However, such action principle

cannot be constructed from the Galilei algebra, since the requirement of the Poisson equation

as resulting dynamics is not compatible with the field content of its gauging and requires a

different structure [16, 17]. Furthermore, the Galilei algebra presents a degenerate invariant

bilinear tensor, which makes it impossible to write down a Chern-Simons action in analogy to the

well-known formulation of three-dimensional Einstein gravity as a Chern-Simons theory of the

AdS group [18,19]. Further developments shown it is possible to extend the Galilei algebra though
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a central extension, which gives rise to the so-called Bargmann algebra. Although this extension

inherits the mentioned problem of a degenerate invariant tensor, it makes possible to reformulate

non-relativistic gravity in a geometric way by gauging the algebra and imposing a gauge-covariant

ansatz into the Poisson equation [20, 21]. Later studies have shown that a three-dimensional

Chern-Simons action principle can indeed be constructed by considering an extension of the

Bargmann algebra [22]. This algebra, referred as extended Bargmann algebra (EB), presents a

non-degenerate bilinear invariant tensor, which makes possible the writing of a well-defined Chern-

Simons action principle. This gravity theory can be considered the non-relativistic counterpart

of the three-dimensional Einstein gravity theory in flat spacetime . Similar results were carried

out in the context of non-relativistic supergravity [23, 24]. This makes EB gravity particularly

interesting due to its relevance in the study of non-relativistic holography [25]. Although the

three-dimensional EB Chern-Simons theory is a well-defined gauge theory for gravity, it does not

fulfill the requirement of leading to the Poisson equation. This feature has been the motivation

in the search of enlarged symmetries, known as Newtonian algebras [26]. These are extensions of

the EB algebra that also present non-degenerate invariant tensors, and consequently well-defined

Chern-Simons actions whose equations of motion lead to the Poisson equation. These studies

have been carried out in the context of three-dimensional gravity, while the study of similar

symmetries and gravity theories in higher dimensions remains mostly unexplored. Of particular

interest is the case of five-dimensional theories, where Chern-Simons forms can also be defined and

therefore, the existence of pure topological theories is allowed. However, their construction is in

general more challenging due to the problem of obtaining rank-three invariant tensors for the five-

dimensional versions of the gauge algebras. Moreover, the extended Newtonian non-relativistic

algebras usually present a more complicated structure [27]. It becomes therefore relevant to

explore new formalisms for the construction of abstract gauge invariant theories in the context of

non-relativistic gravity. For this purpose, it is noteworthy that Lie algebras can be generalized by

means of their own topological properties. This is the case of free-differential algebras (FDAs),

which are defined as extensions of the dual formulation of Lie algebras in terms of Maurer-Cartan

differential equations for left-invariant one-forms. Such extensions are performed by considering

a basis of differential forms not only composed by one-forms but by differential forms of different

degrees. This feature enlarges the field content of the corresponding gauge theories that emerge

from them, allowing the construction of topological theories in more dimensionalities. FDAs have

been useful in the formulation of gauge theories for supergravity in higher-dimensions, allowing

to formulate them in a geometric way [28–30]. Moreover, it has been proved that they also allow

the existence of Chern-Simons forms in which that couple the one-forms of standard Lie gauge

theories with independent higher-degree forms [31–35]. The main obstacle for the construction of

these theories is the finding new FDAs that non-trivially extend particular Lie algebras, and the

later writing of their corresponding invariant tensors. However, once obtained a FDA of interest,

it is possible to overcome the second difficulty by constructing non-topological gauge theories,
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such as the mentioned geometric Lagrangians or, as it is considered in this work, the formalism

of non-linear realizations.

In this article we address two related goals. The first one consisting in finding a new FDA

that non-trivially extends the EB Lie algebra, thus extending the symmetry and enhancing the

field content of one-forms by the inclusion of three-forms. The second objective is to formulate

standard Newtonian gravity as a gauge invariant theory by means of the formalism of non-linear

realizations. In this framework, we consider two cases: the EB Lie algebra and its corresponding

FDA extension. The study of the second case will allow us to study how the inclusion of higher-

degree forms modifies the equations of motion of the standard theory. The paper is structured

as follows: In section 2, we present a short review on the theory on FDAs, with emphasis on

the particular case known as FDA1. In section 3, we introduce a FDA extension of the EB

algebra and present its dual formulation. In section 4, we propose a non-linear realization of the

EB algebra and its FDA extension. We make use of them to formulate standard 4D Newtonian

gravity as an off-shell gauge invariant theory of the EB algebra, and a five-dimensional gauge

invariant action that couples non-relativistic gravity with three-forms.

2 Free differential algebras

Lie algebras are formulated as vector spaces endowed with antisymmetric bilinear products

satisfying the Jacobi identity. These algebras can be equivalently formulated by considering

a set of left-invariant one-forms in the group manifold satisfying the so-called Maurer-Cartan

equations, which are equivalent to the statement of zero gauge curvature in the corresponding

group manifold. FDAs are generalizations of the dual formulation of Lie algebras, which appear

by considering a basis of differential forms of different degrees defined in a smooth manifold, thus

allowing the formulation of classical gauge theories with higher-degree differential forms as gauge

fields [28, 30]. The simplest case, known as FDA1, consists of a differential algebra carrying a

one-form AA, such as it happens with Lie algebras, and a p-form BI [36–38]. The corresponding

Maurer-Cartan equations are defined as∗:

R
(

AA
)

≡ dAA +
1

2
CA
BCA

BAC = 0, (2.1)

H
(

BI
)

≡ dBI + CI
AJA

ABJ +
1

(p+ 1) !
CI
A1···Ap+1

AA1 · · ·AAp+1 = 0. (2.2)

At this point, the structure constants CA
BC , C

I
AJ and CI

A1···Ap+1
are introduced initially without

imposing any conditions. However, in order to have a well-defined differential algebra in the

soft manifold on which these differential forms are introduced, the exterior derivative operator

must satisfy d2 = 0. This requirement imposes conditions on the structure constants that are

∗Note that, if p = 2, a term of the form CA
i Bi would be allowed in eq. (2.1). This term is not included in the

simplest case known as FDA1. FDAs that share this feature are called minimal.
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summarized as follows

CA
B[CC

A
BC] = 0, (2.3)

CI
AJC

J
BK − CI

BJC
J
AK = CC

ABC
I
CK , (2.4)

2CI
[A1|J

CJ
|A2···Ap+2]

− (p+ 1)CI
B[A1···Ap

CB
Ap+1Ap+2]

= 0. (2.5)

Eqs. (2.3)-(2.5) are the generalization of the Jacobi identity for FDA1. Notice that eq. (2.3) is

the standard Jacobi identity of a Lie algebra, and the structure constants CA
BC are antisymmetric

in the lower indices by virtue of eq. (2.1). This shows that FDA1 presents a Lie subalgebra.

Moreover, eq. (2.4) shows that the structure constants CI
AJ form a representation of that Lie

subalgebra, which means that, when extending a Lie algebra to a FDA1 the index I of the p-

form must be a representation index [36–39]. The fact that the structure constants CI
AJ form a

representation implies that the new Marurer-Cartan equations for the higher-degree forms can

be written in terms of the covariant derivative of the Lie algebra, as follows

∇BI +ΩI = 0, (2.6)

with

ΩI =
1

(p+ 1) !
CI
A1···Ap+1

AA1 · · ·AAp+1 , (2.7)

where the covariant derivative is defined in terms of the chosen representation as ∇BI = dBJ +

CI
AJA

ABJ . Finally, the third structure constant CI
A1···Ap+1

is always antisymmetric in the lower

indices. Eq. (2.5) turns out to be equivalent to the statement ∇ΩI = 0. This shows that

the (p+ 1)-form ΩI introduced in eq. (2.5) must be a cocycle of the Lie subalgebra. Cocycles

are classified in Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology classes of differential forms that are covariantly

closed and non-covariantly exact [40]. Thus, two cocycles Ω and Ω′ belong to the same cohomology

if they differ in a covariantly exact form (as Ω′ = Ω + ∇ϕ for some p-form ϕ defined in terms

of AA and BI). Similarly, two algebras of the FDA1 type are equivalent if they are constructed

with cocycles belonging to the same cohomology class. Moreover, if a FDA1 is constructed

with a trivial cocycle (i.e., a covariantly exact cocycle), such algebra is equivalent to an algebra

constructed without any cocycle, since its contribution to the Maurer-Cartan equations can be

reabsorbed by a redefinition of the potential BI . From an inspection of eqs. (2.1) and (2.2), it

follows that a general Lie algebra can be extended to FDA1 by introducing a p-form in a given

representation, if and only if a (p+ 1)-cocycle in the same representation exists. The use of

FDA1 in the construction of gauge theories for gravity allows to extend the gauge principle by

introducing p-form gauge fields.

4



3 Extended Bargmann FDA

The EB Lie algebra can be obtained as an expansion of the Poincaré algebra [41,42]. In fact,

let us consider the D-dimensional Poincaré algebra iso (D − 1, 1), whose generators
{

P̂a, Ĵab

}

satisfy the following commutation relations

[

Ĵab, Ĵcd

]

= ηbcĴad + ηadĴbc − ηacĴbd − ηbdĴac, (3.1)
[

Ĵab, P̂c

]

= ηbcP̂a − ηacP̂b. (3.2)

Here a, b = 0, ...,D−1 are Lorentz indices, raised and lowered with the D-dimensional Minkowski

metric ηab = diag
(

−,+,
D−1
· · · ,+

)

. Let us also consider the semigroup S
(2)
E = {λ0, λ1, λ2, λ3},

which is endowed with the multiplication rule

λαλβ =

{

λα+β if α+ β ≤ 3 ,

λ3 otherwise.
(3.3)

Note that λ3 is a zero element. We decompose this semigroup as S
(2)
E = S0 ∪ S1 with S0 =

{λ0, λ2, λ3} and S1 = {λ1, λ3}. Moreover, by splitting the Lorentz index into space and time

components as a = (0, i), the Poincaré algebra can be decomposed as iso (D − 1, 1) = V0 ⊕ V1

with V0 = span
{

Ĵij, P̂0

}

and V1 = span
{

Ĵ0i, P̂i

}

. According to the definitions of ref. [43],

both decompositions are in resonance, which allows to introduce the resonant S
(2)
E -expanded

algebra, defined by GR = (S0 × V0) ⊕ (S1 × V1). Moreover, the presence of the zero element in

the semigroup allows us to extract a reduced algebra from GR by considering λ3×
{

P̂a, Ĵab

}

= 0.

Thus, by defining the expanded generators

Jij = λ0Ĵij, H = λ0P̂0 , Gi = λ1Ĵ0i,

M = λ2P̂0 , Pi = λ1P̂i , Sij = λ2Ĵij , (3.4)

one finds that they span the EB algebra, satisfying the following commutators:

[Jij ,Jkl] = δikJlj − δilJkj + δjlJki − δjkJli,

[Jij ,Gk] = δkjGi − δkiGj ,

[Jij ,Pk] = δkjPi − δkiPj ,

[Gi,Pj ] = δijM,

[Gi,H] = Pi,

[Gi,Gj ] = Sij ,

[Jij ,Skl] = δikSlj − δilSkj + δjlSki − δjkSli. (3.5)
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Thus, the EB algebra appears as a S
(2)
E -expansion of the Poincaré algebra without the need of

an Inonu-Wigner contraction [41,42]. From eqs. (3.5), we see that the generators Sij extend the

Bargmann algebra, which is spanned by the set {Jij ,Gi,Pi,H,M}. Similarly, the Bargmann

algebra appears as a central extension of the Galilei algebra spanned by {Jij ,Gi,Pi,H}.

3.1 Cohomology class

Let us now address the goal of obtaining an extension of the EB algebra. For this purpose,

let us introduce the one-form gauge connection evaluated in iso (D − 1, 1)

Â = êaP̂a +
1

2
ω̂abĴab. (3.6)

The Poincaré algebra presents the following cocycle

Ω̂ = êaω̂bcω̂bdω̂
d
cP̂a. (3.7)

Notice that Ω̂ is a four-cocycle defined in the adjoint representation of iso (D − 1, 1), which allows

to write it as a linear combinations of the generators of the algebra [35,44]. It is direct to verify

that Ω̂ satisfies covariant closure, i.e.,

∇̃Ω̂ = dΩ̂+
[

Â, Ω̂
]

= 0. (3.8)

The non-triviality of the cocycle can be proved according to the following prescription: one

proposes the most general ansatz for a four-cochain ΩGeneral in the adjoint representation of the

Poincaré algebra, depending on wedge products and index contractions of the Maurer-Cartan one-

forms of the Lie subalgebra
(

êa, ω̂ab
)

in a way that preserves Lorentz covariance. The terms of the

ansatz carry arbitrary constants that are fixed by the covariant closure requirement. Thus, after

imposing covariant closure, each independent constant is associated to an independent cocycle.

Then, we propose as a second ansatz the most general three-cochain ϕ̂ that can be constructed

with the same conditions. The covariant derivative of ϕ̂ provides the most general trivial four-

cocycle that can be found in this representation, i.e., Ω̂Trivial = ∇ϕ̂. By comparing Ω̂General

with Ω̂Trivial, it is possible to extract the non-trivial components Ω̂General. This process shows

that Ω̂ is in fact a non-trivial cocycle, as it cannot be obtained as the covariant derivative of a

three-cochain.

Let us now consider the dual expansion of the Poincaré algebra [45]. This means to perform

the same expansion procedure shown in eqs. (3.4) on the left-invariant one-forms of the Poincaré

algebra, as follows:

ê0 = λ0τ + λ2m, êi = λ1e
i,

ω̂0k = λ1ω
k, ω̂ij = λ0ω

ij + λ2s
ij. (3.9)
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By applying the dual expansion on eq. (3.7), we find the following four-cocycle of the EB algebra

Ω = τωjkωjlω
l
kH+ eiωjkωjlω

l
kPi +

(

3τωjlω
l
ks

jk − 3τωjωkωkj +mωjkωjlω
l
k

)

M. (3.10)

It is easy to verify that Ω inherits the covariant closure property of Ω̂, regarding the covariant

derivative defined with the extended Bargmann gauge connection, i.e., dΩ+[A,Ω] = 0. However,

Ω turns out to be composed by two independent cocycles, each one verifying covariant closure.

These are given by

Ω1 = 3
(

τωjlω
l
ks

jk − τωjωkωkj

)

M, (3.11)

Ω2 = τωjkωjlω
l
kH+eiωjkωjlω

l
kPi +mωjkωjlω

l
kM. (3.12)

By using the same procedure described above, we find that Ω1 is a trivial cocycle. In fact it is

possible to write Ω1 = ∇ϕ, with

ϕ = τωijsijM. (3.13)

In contrast, Ω2 cannot be written as an exact covariant derivative, which makes it a non-trivial

cocycle, representative of a Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology class of the D-dimensional EB alge-

bra. It becomes then possible to introduce a new FDA1 by using the EB Lie algebra as starting

point. To this end, we consider a three-form gauge field in the adjoint representation of the EB

algebra, whose components we denote

BA =
(

b, c, bi, ci, bij , cij
)

. (3.14)

Since the three-form (and the cocycle) is defined in the adjoint representation of the Lie algebra,

its algebraic index takes values in the same domain as the one-form. Thus, the components b,

c, bi, ci, bij and cij are associated to the same algebraic sector that τ , m, ei, ωi, ωij and sij

respectively. We introduce a new Maurer-Cartan equation for BA, which, according to (2.6) is

given by

∇BA + αΩA
2 = 0. (3.15)

Note that we have included a factor α. This is a numeric factor that we introduce for later

convenience, and whose value set as α = 0, 1. Thus, we can later consider the vanishing of the

cocycle in the FDA and analyze the consequences in the resulting gravity theory. The new FDA1,

that we denote as EB-FDA, is therefore defined by two sets of equations:

R (τ) ≡ dτ = 0,

R (m) ≡ dm+ ωiei = 0,

R
(

ei
)

≡ dei + ωijej + ωiτ = 0,
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R
(

ωij
)

≡ dωij + ωi
kω

kj = 0,

R
(

ωi
)

≡ dωi + ωikωk = 0,

R
(

sij
)

≡ dsij + ωi
ks

kj − ω
j
ks

ki + ωiωj = 0, (3.16)

in addition to

H (b) ≡ db+ ατωijωikω
k
j = 0,

H (c) ≡ dc+ ωibi + biei + αmωijωikω
k
j = 0,

H
(

bi
)

≡ dbi + ωi
jb

j + bωi + ciτ + bi je
j + αeiωjkωjlω

l
k = 0,

H
(

ci
)

≡ dci + ωi
jc

j + bi jω
j = 0,

H
(

bij
)

≡ dbij + ωi
kb

kj − ω
j
kb

ki = 0,

H
(

cij
)

≡ dcij + ωi
kc

kj − ω
j
kc

ki + si kb
kj − s

j
kb

ki + ωicj − ωjci = 0. (3.17)

Eqs. (3.16) define the EB algebra in dual formulation, while (3.17) is a set of new Maurer-Cartan

equations for the new three-form gauge potentials. By setting α = 0, we obtain a trivial extension

of the EB algebra in which the three-forms can be decomposed in terms of the one-forms.

3.2 Dual algebra

As it happens with Lie algebras, FDAs can be formulated as vector spaces endowed with linear

products. However, the presence of higher-degree forms in a FDA makes necessary to introduce

multilinear products in addition to the bilinear one of a Lie algebra. These algebras are known as

L∞ algebras are non-associative structures that appear in the study of closed string theory and

the Poisson structures of classical gauge theories [46–49]. They are generalizations of Lie algebras

that satisfy a Jacobi-like identity for the multilinear products, known as L∞ identity [50, 51].

Consequently, when writing a L∞ algebra as a FDA, this identity is translated into a generalized

Jacobi identities for the FDA structure constant, which take the form of eqs. (2.3)-(2.5) for the

particular case of a FDA1. The L∞ algebra dual to a general FDA1 is defined as a vector space

spanned by the set of vectors {tA, ti} dual to the basis of differential forms
[

AA, BI
]

, endowed

with the following bilinear and multilinear products [44,52]:

[tA, tB ] = CC
ABtC , (3.18)

[tA, tI ] = CJ
AItJ , (3.19)

[

tA1 , ..., tAp+1

]

= p!CI
A1···Ap+1

tI , (3.20)

others = 0. (3.21)

From eq. (2.3) and (3.18), it follows that this L∞ algebra has a Lie subalgebra spanned by {tA}.

The product in (3.19) is symmetric or antisymmetric for p even or odd respectively. The (p+ 1)-

8



linear product in (3.20) is always antisymmetric. If a Lie algebra is extended into a FDA1 by

introducing a p-form in the adjoint representation, as it is the case of EB-FDA, the representation

index takes the form I → A, while the generalized structure constants CI
AJ become equivalent to

those of the original Lie algebra, i.e., CI
AJ → CC

AB. To avoid confusion with the generators of the

Lie subalgebra, we rename the vectors along the extended subspace with a bar tI → t̄A, then the

L∞ algebra associated to FDA1 is spanned by the basis vectors {tA, t̄A}. Then, the product in

eq. (3.18) remains the same, while those in eqs. (3.19) and (3.20) take the form

[tA, t̄B] = CC
AB t̄C , (3.22)

[

tA1 , ..., tAp+1

]

= p!CB
A1···Ap+1

t̄B . (3.23)

In the following, we will maintain this notation. All vectors along the extended sector of the

algebra will be denoted with bar.

This dual formulation allows us to write down the extended Bargmann FDA from eqs. (3.16)

and (3.17) in terms of bilinear and multilinear products. Let us recall that in the case the tA

vectors are decomposed as tA = (H,M,Pi,Gi,Jij,Sij). Similarly, we denote the basis vectors

spanning the extended algebraic sector as t̄A = (H̄,M̄, P̄i, Ḡi, J̄ij, S̄ij). Thus, the relations of

the L∞ algebra (dual to EB-FDA) are given by

[Jij ,Jkl] = δ[i[kJl]j], [J̄ij ,Pk] = δk[jP̄i],

[Jij ,Gk] = δk[jGi], [Ḡi,Pj] = δijM̄,

[Jij,Pk] = δk[jPi], [Gi, P̄j] = δijM̄,

[Gi,Pj] = δijM, [Ḡi,H] = P̄i,

[Gi,H] = Pi, [Gi, H̄] = P̄i,

[Gi,Gj] = Sij , [Ḡi,Gj] = S̄ij,

[Jij ,Skl] = δ[i[kSl]j],
[

J̄ij ,Skl

]

= δ[i[kS̄l]j],
[

Jij, J̄kl

]

= δ[i[kJ̄l]j],
[

Jij , S̄kl

]

= δ[i[kS̄l]j],

[Jij , Ḡk] = δk[jḠi],
[

H,Jij ,Jkl,Jmn

]

= (3! )2αδ[ij,kl,mn]H̄,

[J̄ij ,Gk] = δk[jḠi],
[

Ph,Jij ,Jkl,Jmn

]

= (3! )2αδ[ij,kl,mn]P̄h,

[Jij, P̄k] = δk[jP̄i],
[

M,Jij ,Jkl,Jmn

]

= (3! )2αδ[ij,kl,mn]M̄, (3.24)

where we define

δ[ij,kl,mn] = (δikδjnδlm−δjkδinδlm−δilδjnδkm+δjlδinδkm−δikδjmδln+δjkδimδln+δilδjmδkn−δjlδimδkn).

(3.25)

In this case, the higher-degree form is a three-form and consequently, all the products in (3.24)

are antisymmetric. Note that the first seven relations describe the EB Lie algebra, while the
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products of the form [tA, t̄B ] lie in the extended subspace but inheriting the same structure

constants. Furthermore, the information about the FDA cocycle is contained in the last three

multilinear products.

3.3 Infinitesimal gauge transformations

The use of L∞ algebras allows to write the components of FDA1 gauge fields as linear com-

binations of vectors, such as it is usually done in the study of Lie gauge theories. Let us consider

the one-form A and a three-form gauge field B, evaluated in the standard and extended sectors

of the corresponding L∞ algebra, to whose components we denote as

A = τH+mM+ eiPi + ωiGi +
1

2
ωijJij +

1

2
sijSij, (3.26)

B = bH̄+ cM̄+ biP̄i + ciḠi +
1

2
bijJ̄ij +

1

2
cijS̄ij , (3.27)

where τ , m, ei, ωi, ωij and sij are one-forms, while b, c, bi, ci, bij and cij are three-forms. Let us

also consider the gauging of EB-FDA by introducing the following curvatures

R (A) = R (τ)H+R (m)M+R
(

ei
)

Pi +
1

2
R
(

ωij
)

Jij +R
(

ωi
)

Gi +
1

2
R
(

sij
)

Sij, (3.28)

R (B) = H (b) H̄+H (c) M̄+H
(

ci
)

Ḡi +H
(

bi
)

P̄i +
1

2
H

(

bij
)

J̄ij +
1

2
H

(

cij
)

S̄ij , (3.29)

where R (A) is a two-form evaluated in the Lie subalgebra EB, while R (B) is a four-form evalu-

ated in the remaining subspace. The components of R (A) and R (B) are explicitly given by eqs.

(3.16) and (3.17) respectively (notice that they are no longer vanishing). Moreover, we introduce

the following gauge parameters evaluated in both algebraic sectors:

θ = θAtA = θH+ θiPi +
1

2
θijJij + σM+ σiGi +

1

2
σijSij , (3.30)

Θ = ΘAt̄A = ΘH̄+ΘiP̄i +
1

2
Θij J̄ij +ΣM̄+ΣiḠi +

1

2
ΣijS̄ij . (3.31)

Here, θ, θi, θij, σ, σi and σij are zero-forms evaluated in the Lie subalgebra EB, while Θ, Θi, Θij ,

Σ, Σi and Σij are two-forms evaluated in the extended sector. The infinitesimal gauge variations

of the gauge fields are given by [36–39]

δAA = dθA + CA
BCA

BθC , (3.32)

δBI = dΘI + CI
AJA

AΘJ − CI
AJθ

ABJ −
1

p!
CI
A1···Ap+1

θA1AA2 · · ·AAp+1 . (3.33)

These variations can be equivalently written in terms of the dual L∞ basis as

δA = dθ + [A,θ] , (3.34)
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δB = dΘ+ [A,Θ] − [θ,B]−
1

(p! )2
[θ,A, . . . ,A] . (3.35)

In FDA gauge theory, these infinitesimal gauge variations induce definitions of covariant deriva-

tives for zero-forms and two-forms, such that the variations can be written as δA = ∇θ and

δB = ∇Θ. Then, by consider the gauge fields from eqs. (3.26) and (3.27) and the gauge param-

eters from eqs (3.30) and (3.31), and plugging in the L∞ products (3.24), we find the following

infinitesimal gauge variations.

Variations of the one-forms:

δτ ≡ ∇θ = dθ,

δei ≡ ∇θi = Dωθ
i + ωiθ − τσi − θi je

j ,

δm ≡ ∇σ = dσ + ωiθi − eiσi,

δωi ≡ ∇σi = Dωσ
i − θi jω

j ,

δωij ≡ ∇θij = Dωθ
ij,

δsij ≡ ∇σij = Dωσ
ij + ωiσj − ωjσi − θi ks

kj + θ
j
ks

ki. (3.36)

Variations of the three-forms:

δb ≡ ∇Θ = dΘ− θωijω
i
kω

kj + 3ατθijω
i
kω

kj,

δbi ≡ ∇Θi = DωΘ
i −Θi

je
j − τΣi + ωiΘ+ ciθ + bi jθ

j − θi jb
j − σib

− αθhωijω
i
kω

kj + 3αehθijω
i
kω

kj,

δbij ≡ ∇Θij = DωΘ
ij − θi kb

kj + θ
j
kb

ki,

δc ≡ ∇Σ = dΣ− eiΣi + ωiΘjδij + ciθi − biσi − σωijω
i
kω

kj + 3αmθijω
i
kω

kj,

δci ≡ ∇Σi = dΣi −Θi
jω

j + ωi
jΣ

j −
1

2
θi jc

j + bi jσ
j ,

δcij ≡ ∇Σij = DωΣ
ij + ωiΣj − ωjΣi − σicj + σjci + si kΘ

kj − s
j
kΘ

ki

− θi kc
kj + θ

j
kc

ki + bi kσ
kj − b

j
kσ

ki. (3.37)

4 Non-relativistic gravity

In this section we aim to construct gauge invariant theories for the 4D EB algebra, and the

5D EB-FDA. In general, it is possible to write down Chern-Simons actions for specific cases of

FDA1 in even and odd dimensionalities. However, the presence of the cocycle in the algebra

changes the properties of the invariant tensor of its Lie subalgebra. Hence, when constructing

a Chern-Simons action, it becomes necessary to find new invariant tensors. This is the main

obstacle when writing down a gauge invariant action principle for a given FDA1. Therefore, we

consider an alternative approach, namely, the formalism of non-linear realizations, which allows

to extend the gauge invariance of a gauge theory from a stability subalgebra h to a larger algebra
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g [53–56]. A well-known example of this procedure consists in the writing of four-dimensional

general relativity as a gauge theory of the Poincaré group. In that case, the full algebra is the 4D

Poincaré algebra g = iso (3, 1) = span {Pa,Jab}, while the stability subalgebra is chosen as the

Lorentz algebra h = so (3, 1) = span {Jab}. The theory is formulated as follows: one considers

the one-form gauge connection evaluated in the full algebra

A = eaPa +
1

2
ωabJab, (4.1)

and a zero-form multiplet evaluated in the coset space resulting from the full algebra and the

stability subalgebra φ = φaPa, i.e., in the translational subspace spanned by {Pa}. A secondary

gauge connection is then introduced, as follows

Ã = e−φdeφ + e−φAeφ. (4.2)

The new connection is obtained by means of a gauge transformation of A where the multilet φ

plays the role of gauge parameter. However, this is not regarded as a symmetry transformation.

The connection Ã, sometimes referred as non-linear gauge field because of its non-linear depen-

dence on the multiplet, plays the role of the fundamental field of the theory. It is possible to

prove that any quantity constructed with A that is invariant under the transformations of the

stability subalgebra, will become invariant under the full algebra if A is replaced by Ã, as long

as the components of the gauge multiplet transform in an appropriate manner. Thus, by directly

calculating the functional form of the non-linear connection Ã = ẽaPa +
1
2 ω̃

abJab, one finds

ẽa = ea +Dωφ, ω̃ab = ωab. (4.3)

As mentioned, the components of the non-linear connection are considered as fundamental fields,

which means that ẽa is considered the vierbein of the corresponding gravity theory while ωab

plays the role of spin connection. Then, the four-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action in first

order formalism can be written as

I
[

Ã
]

= κ

∫

ǫabcdR
(

ωab
)

ẽcẽd, (4.4)

where κ is a dimensional constant. It is easy to verify that, under an infinitesimal gauge trans-

formation with parameter θ = θaPa + 1
2θ

abJab, the components of A transform according to

δea = Dωθ
a − θabe

b and δωab = Dωθ
ab. These variations, together with the additional transfor-

mation law of the zero-form multiplet

δφa = −θa + θabφ
b, (4.5)
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lead to a translation invariant vierbein δẽa = −θabẽ
b. As a consequence, the Einstein-Hilbert ac-

tion, formulated in terms of Ã instead of A, extends its gauge invariance from the Lorentz algebra

to the Poincaré algebra [57,58]. It is important to note that fixing the multiplet transformation

law according to eq. (4.5) is an essential factor in order to obtain a symmetry enhancement in

the action (4.4). However, the multiplet does not explicitly appear in the action. It plays the

role of a Goldstone field and has no dynamics.

4.1 Non-linear realization

Let us now consider the same approach for the construction of gauge invariant theories for

the EB algebra and for EB-FDA. In order to apply the formalism of non-linear realizations, we

consider the following decomposition of the gauge algebra. We choose EB-FDA as the full gauge

algebra, while the stability algebra is chosen as the spatial rotation algebra so (D − 1) spanned

by {Jij}. Contrary to the relativistic case discussed above, we exclude the Lorentz boosts from

the stability algebra and consider only the subspace of spatial rotations. In the relativistic case,

the Lagrangian density is chosen as the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, which is a Lorentz invariant.

On the other hand, the EB Lie algebra does not contain the Lorentz algebra as a subalgebra,

since when deriving the EB algebra from the Poincaré algebra, it is necessary to decompose the

Lorentz index into spatial and temporal components, and perform a non-relativistic expansion (or

an Inönü-Wigner contraction in the case of the Galilei algebra). These procedures preserve the

spatial rotation subalgebra but alter the structure of the Lorentz boost sector. This modification

is a natural consequence of the non-Lorentzian nature of non-relativistic limits. The speed of

light is considered as infinite in such regimes, which removes the physical interpretation of the

Lorentz boost composing the remaining subspace. Therefore, the choice of so (D − 1) is consistent

with the idea of constructing a non-relativistic theory. Moreover, from a mathematical point of

view, it turns out to be convenient to work with spatial rotation invariants when constructing the

Lagrangian densities as the invariant tensors associated with these algebras are well-known. As

an alternative, it would also be possible to consider the full EB Lie algebra as stability algebra.

This approach would reduce the dimensionality of the coset space resulting from EB-FDA and

the EB algebra. However, at the same time, it would increase the difficulty in finding an invariant

action principle. On the other hand, it would be possible to consider a lower-dimensional algebra

as stability algebra, namely, a subalgebra of the spatial rotation algebra. This would not only

increase the number of components of the multiplet, but would also break the spatial rotation

covariance of the theory. For the purposes of this work, we will consider the spatial rotation

algebra as the stability subalgebra, which is the residual symmetry of the Lorentz algebra that

remains as a closed structure after performing the non-relativistic expansion. Consequently, we

introduce a multiplet taking values on the coset space resulting from EB-FDA and so (D − 1).
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Since we are dealing with a FDA1, the parameter is composed by:

φ = φAtA = φH+ φiPi + λM+ λiGi +
1

2
λijSij , (4.6)

Φ = ΦAt̄A = ΦH̄+ΦiP̄i +
1

2
ΦijJ̄ij + ΛM̄+ ΛiḠi +

1

2
ΛijS̄ij . (4.7)

Here, φ, φi, λ, λi and λij are zero-forms, and Φ, Φi, Φij, Λ, Λi and Λij are two-forms. Note

that φ and Φ carry components along all the vectors of the dual L∞ algebra, except those

spanning the stability subalgebra. Then, we introduce the non-linear gauge fields Ã and B̃ as

gauge transformed fields of A and B respectively. The gauge transformation is carried out with

φ and Φ playing the role of gauge parameters.

Ã = A+ δA, B̃ = B+ δB. (4.8)

Although the multiplets are the parameters of a gauge transformation, this is not considered a

symmetry transformation of the theory. The action principle will be written as a functional of Ã

and B̃, whose infinitesimal transformation law will be fixed by the independent transformations

of (A,B) and (φ,Φ). We denote the components of the non-linear fields as

Ã = τ̃H+ m̃M+ ẽiPi + ω̃iGi +
1

2
ω̃ijJij +

1

2
s̃ijSij, (4.9)

B̃ = b̃H+ c̃M+ b̃iPi + c̃iGi +
1

2
b̃ijJij +

1

2
c̃ijSij . (4.10)

The components of the one-form Ã are explicitly given by

τ̃ = τ +∇φ,

m̃ = m+∇λ−
1

2
λi∇φi +

1

2
φi∇λi +

1

6
λ2∇φ−

1

6
φλi∇λi,

ẽi = ei +∇φi −
1

2
λi∇φ+

1

2
φ∇λi,

ω̃i = ωi +∇λi,

ω̃ij = ωij,

s̃ij = sij +∇λij , (4.11)

with λ2 = λiλi. These are the components of the non-linear gauge connection of EB, which is a

natural consequence of the presence of the EB Lie algebra as subalgebra of EB-FDA. Moreover,

the components of the non-linear three-form gauge field are given by

b̃ = b+∇Φ,

b̃i = bi +∇Φi −
1

2
λi∇Φ−

1

2
Λi∇φ+

1

2
Φ∇λi +

1

2
φ∇Λi −

1

2
Φi

j∇φi +
1

2
∇Φijφj
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−
1

3
φΦi

j∇λj +
1

6
φ∇Φijλj +

1

6
∇φΦi

jλ
j ,

b̃ij = bij +∇Φij,

c̃ = c+∇Λ−
1

2
λi∇Φi −

1

2
Λi∇φi +

1

2
φi∇Λi +

1

2
Φi∇λi −

1

3
∇Φijλiφj +

1

3
λiΛ

i∇φ+
1

6
λ2∇Φ

−
1

6
Φλi∇λi −

1

6
φλi∇Λi +

1

6
Φijλ

i∇φj −
1

6
Φijφ

i∇λj −
1

6
φΛi∇λi +

1

12
φΦijλ

i∇λj ,

c̃i = ci +∇Λi −
1

2
Φi

j∇λj −
1

2
∇ΦijΘλj ,

c̃ij = cij +∇Λij −

[

1

2
λi∇Λj +

1

2
Λi∇λj +

1

2
Φi

k∇λkj −
1

2
∇Φikλ

j
k −

1

3
λiΦj

k∇λk

−
1

6
Φi

kλ
k∇λj +

1

6
λi∇Φjkλk − (i ↔ j)

]

. (4.12)

Note that we have written the non-linear gauge fields by using the definition of covariant derivative

introduced in eqs. (3.36) and (3.37). The components of the non-linear gauge curvature two-form

R
(

Ã
)

can be obtained from the general expression in eqs. (3.16) i.e.,

R(τ̃) = dτ̃ ,

R(m̃) = dm̃+ ω̃iẽi,

R(ẽi) = Dωẽ
i + ω̃iτ̃ ,

R(ω̃ij) = R(ωij),

R(ω̃i) = Dωω̃
i,

R(s̃ij) = Dωs̃
ij + ω̃iω̃j. (4.13)

Since the algebra has been gauged, these curvatures are not vanishing. Similarly, the components

of the non-linear curvature four-form R
(

B̃
)

are obtaining by replacing the components of Ã and

B̃ into eqs. (3.17). They are explicitly given by:

R
(

b̃
)

≡ db̃+ ατ̃ ω̃ijω̃ikω̃
k
j ,

R (c̃) ≡ dc̃+ ω̃ib̃i + b̃iẽi + αm̃ω̃ijω̃ikω̃
k
j ,

R
(

b̃i
)

≡ Dω b̃
i + b̃ω̃i + c̃iτ̃ + b̃i j ẽ

j + αẽiω̃jkω̃jlω̃
l
k,

R
(

c̃i
)

≡ Dω c̃
i + b̃i j ω̃

j,

R
(

b̃ij
)

≡ Dω b̃
ij ,

R
(

c̃ij
)

≡ Dω c̃
ij + s̃i k b̃

kj − s̃
j
kb̃

ki + ω̃ic̃j − ω̃j c̃i. (4.14)

At this point, we have obtained the infinitesimal gauge variations of components of A, and the

functional form of the non-linear gauge fields as well. Since the fundamental fields of the theory

are Ã and B̃, the transformation law of the multiplet must also be specified. As before, this
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transformation law is a key ingredient in order to enlarge the symmetry the action principle that

we will propose. The transformation law of the multiplet can be found in Appendix A.

4.2 Action principles

Eqs. (4.11) show the functional form of the non-linear gauge fields of the D-dimensional EB

Lie algebra. It is therefore possible to write down a gauge invariant action principle for EB by

proposing a functional of A that presents off-shell gauge invariance under spatial rotations. Then,

the components of A must be replaced by those of Ã. This will extend the gauge invariance from

the spatial rotation subalgebra to the full EB algebra. For this purpose, let us first recall that

an action principle for Newtonian gravity in arbitrary dimensions has been introduced in second

order formalism in ref. [16]. Moreover, in refs. [23, 59], the 4D theory has been presented in first

order formulation as a gauge invariant theory of the Newtonian algebra [24]. This 4D action has

been obtained by means of a power series expansion of bimetric gravity. In our case, we also set

D = 4 and consider the following functional

IEB
[

Ã
]

= κ

∫

ǫijk

(

R
(

ω̃ij
)

τ̃ ẽk +R
(

ω̃i
)

ẽj ẽk +R
(

s̃ij
)

τ̃ ẽk +R
(

ω̃ij
)

m̃ẽk
)

. (4.15)

The first term of inside the integral in eq. (4.15) corresponds to Galilean gravity, which, although

it does not lead to the Poisson equation by itself, it represents the most simple consistent non-

relativistic gravity model [17, 60, 61] (see ref. [62] for second-order formulation). Moreover, eq.

(4.15) contains the terms that are present in the aforementioned 4D Newtonian action. The

variation of the full action principle leads to the following equations of motion

δτ̃ : ǫijk

(

R(ω̃ij)ẽk +R(s̃ij)ẽk
)

= 0, (4.16)

δẽi : ǫijk

(

R(ω̃jk)τ̃ + 2Dωω̃
j ẽk +R(s̃jk)τ̃ +R(ω̃jl)m̃

)

= 0, (4.17)

δω̃i : ǫijk(ω̃
j τ̃ ẽk +Dω ẽ

j ẽk) = ǫijkR(ẽj)ẽk, (4.18)

δω̃ij : ǫijk

(

ẽkd (τ̃ + m̃)−Dω ẽ
k (τ̃ + m̃)

)

− ǫimk

(

2s̃mj τ̃ − ω̃j ẽ
m
)

ẽk = 0, (4.19)

δm̃ : ǫijkR(ω̃ij)ẽk = 0, (4.20)

δs̃ij : ǫijk(dτ̃ ẽ
k − τ̃Dω ẽ

k) = 0. (4.21)

Note that eq. (4.18) leads to R(ẽi) = 0 as field equation. Moreover, eq. (4.20) shows that the

gauge curvature R(ω̃ij) is on-shell vanishing, which implies that the hypersurfaces are flat. It is

then possible to introduce the following ansatz for the spatial components of the spin connection

in terms of the gravitational potential ω̃i = −∂iφ (x) dx0 (see ref. [27]). Then, by replacing eq.

(4.16) into (4.17) one finds that the gravitational potential satisfies the standard Poisson equation

∇2φ(x) = 0. Thus, the writing of (4.15) as a functional of the non-linear gauge fields from eqs.

(4.11), allows a formulation of Newtonian gravity as a genuine off-shell gauge invariant theory
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of the EB algebra. This is similar to what occurs when gauging the Newtonian algebra in the

ordinary approach. However, it must be noticed that there is a fundamental difference between

(4.15) and the mentioned 4D Newtonian action, since the latter carries an extra gauge field which

is necessary for a gauge invariant formulation. Thus, in order to preserve gauge invariance, the

formulation of such Newtonian action makes use of a higher-dimensional algebra and consequently

it carries a larger number of gauge fields. In contrast, the action (4.15) does not require enlarging

either the EB gauge symmetry or the number of gauge fields, but to extend the standard EB field

content by means of the introduction of the coset space multiplet. Although both formulations are

fundamentally different from a mathematical point of view, they share the feature of extending

the EB field content to preserve gauge invariance and leading to the Poisson equation as resulting

dynamics. The 3D version of the action principle (4.15) has been studied within the framework

of Chern-Simons theories within the first and second order formalisms [22–24, 63] and recently

derived as a contraction of the Einstein-Hilbert action that preserves the invariance of the non-

relativistic Lagrangians in a certain scaling limit [23,59].

Let us now consider the use of the full non-linear realization of EB-FDA, given by eqs. (4.11)

and (4.12). As before, we identify the stability subalgebra as the spatial rotation algebra. In this

case, we must propose a Lagrangian density fulfilling the requirement of being a spatial rotation

scalar and a functional of Ã and B̃. This requires the inclusion of kinetic terms for the three-forms.

Since the extended gauge curvatures (4.14) are given by four-forms, the dimensionality in which

a consistent action principle can be found is restricted as D ≥ 5. Such a requirement prevents the

construction of a three- or four-dimensional theory based on EB-FDA using this procedure. Such

a limitation could be circumvented by studying the existence of Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology

classes of the EB Lie algebra (and other non-relativistic symmetries). For example, the finding of

a three-cocycle as a replacement for the four-cocycle (3.12) would lead to a theory coupling one-

forms with two-forms, which in turn would imply constructing a Lagrangian density consisting

of three-forms curvatures instead of the four-forms presented here. It is important to recall that

the existence of cohomology classes not only depends on the dimensionality of the cocycles but

also on the chosen representation (for examples of this kind in the context of non-relativistic

algebras, see [64]). In this case, we have considered the construction of a four-cocycle in the

adjoint representation of the EB Lie algebra. However, the study and classification of these

cohomologies in other representations, dimensionalities, and for other non-relativistic symmetries

is an open problem.

In this case, we set D = 5 and propose the following functional:

IEB-FDA
[

Ã, B̃
]

= κ

∫

ǫijkl

(

R(ωij)ẽkẽlτ̃ +
2

3
R(ω̃i)ẽj ẽkẽl +R(s̃ij)ẽkẽlτ̃ +R(ωij)ẽkẽlm̃

)

+ τR(c̃)− m̃
(

R(b̃) +R(c̃)
)

+ (ω̃i + ẽi)R(b̃i). (4.22)

Here, κ is a dimensional constant. The Lagrangian density inside the integral contains the
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one-forms of the EB Lie algebra, which present a geometric interpretation, in addition to the

contributions depending on the four-form gauge curvatures. In order to obtain a non-relativistic

gravity interpretation for this action, we split the Lagrangian in sectors depending on the one-

forms of the EB Lie algebra and those terms depending on the components of curvature four-form.

Thus, we denote

L
Ã

= ǫijkl

(

R(ωij)ẽkẽlτ̃ +
2

3
R(ω̃i)ẽj ẽkẽl +R(s̃ij)ẽk ẽlτ̃ +R(ωij)ẽkẽlm̃

)

, (4.23)

L
B̃
= τ̃R(c̃)− m̃

(

R(b̃) +R(c̃)
)

+ (ω̃i + ẽi)R(b̃i). (4.24)

Thus, we introduce L
Ã

as a pure gravity Lagrangian. This is the 5D version of the one presented

in eq. (4.15). Consequently, its variation leads to the standard 5D Poisson equation. It must be

noticed that, in order to present gauge covariance, L
B̃
is written in terms of the gauge curvatures.

However, the cocycle in eqs. (4.14) introduces terms of geometric nature in L
B̃
. These terms do

not depend on the three-forms but only on the one-forms of the EB algebra. Consequently, they

could be included in L
Ã
. However, for the purposes of this work, we maintain these terms in the

second contribution. The equations of motion that emerge from the variations of the Lagrangian

with respect to the one-forms can be written as follows:

δL
Ã

δτ̃
= ǫijkl

(

R(ω̃ij)ẽkẽl +R(s̃ij)ẽkẽl
)

= − ∗ T0, (4.25)

δL
Ã

δẽi
= 2ǫijkl

(

R(ω̃jk)ẽlτ̃ −Dωω̃
j ẽkẽl +R(s̃jk)ẽlτ̃ +R(ω̃jl)ẽlm̃

)

= − ∗ Ti, (4.26)

δL
Ã

δω̃i
= 2ǫijkl(ω̃

j τ̃ ẽkẽl +Dω ẽ
j ẽkẽl) = − ∗ Si, (4.27)

δL
Ã

δω̃ij
= ǫijkl

(

ẽkẽld (τ̃ + m̃) + 2Dω ẽ
kẽl (τ̃ + m̃)

)

− 2ǫimkl

(

s̃mj τ̃ −
1

3
ω̃j ẽ

m

)

ẽkẽl

= − ∗ Sij , (4.28)

δL
Ã

δm̃
= ǫijklR(ω̃ij)ẽkẽl = db̃+ dc̃+ ω̃ib̃i + b̃iẽi + 2ατ̃ ω̃ijω̃ikω̃

k
j , (4.29)

δL
Ã

δs̃ij
= ǫijkl(dτ̃ ẽ

kẽl − 2τ̃Dω ẽ
kẽl). (4.30)

Here, we introduce T0 and Ti as the time- and space-components of an energy-momentum one-

form. Similarly, we introduce Sij and Si as the components of a relativistic spin one-form. These

components are defined in terms of the functional variations of L
B̃
with respect to the same fields,

as follows:

δL
B̃

δτ̃
= ∗T0 = dc̃+ ω̃ib̃i + b̃iẽi + ω̃ic̃

i + ẽic̃
i + 2αm̃ω̃ijω̃ikω̃

k
j , (4.31)

δL
B̃

δẽi
= ∗Ti = τ̃ b̃i − m̃b̃i + b̃ijω̃

j +Dω̃ b̃i + b̃ω̃i + c̃iτ̃ + 2b̃ij ẽ
j − αω̃iω̃

jkω̃jlω̃
l
k, (4.32)
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δL
B̃

δω̃i
= ∗Si = Dω b̃i − τ̃ b̃i + m̃b̃i + ẽib̃+ c̃iτ̃ + b̃ij ẽ

j + αẽiω̃
jkω̃jlω̃

l
k, (4.33)

δL
B̃

δω̃ij
= ∗Sij = −ẽib̃j − ω̃ib̃j + 6ατ̃m̃ω̃ikω̃

k
j + αω̃lẽ

lω̃ikω̃
k
j . (4.34)

Eqs. (4.31)-(4.34) show that the three-form gauge fields are source of non-relativistic curvature

and torsion. However, by setting these three-forms as zero, the dynamics of standard Newtonian

gravity is not immediately recovered. Interestingly, the presence of the cocycle in the definition

of the gauge curvatures modifies the vacuum of the theory in a way in which the geometric

fields show a different behavior even in the absence of three-forms. In fact, eqs. (4.25)-(4.28)

show that, by turning off the three-forms and considering α = 1, the theory still presents non-

vanishing curvature and torsion. However, eqs. (4.31)-(4.34) show that this is a consequence of

the mentioned purely geometric terms in L
B̃
. This establishes a connection to the five-dimensional

version of the Einstein-Cartan-Sciama-Kibble (ECSK) theory [65, 66], in which the Lagrangian

density L
B̃

plays the role of an effective matter Lagrangian. Thus, the vacuum of the theory

behaves as the standard 5D non-relativistic theory (whose Lagrangian density is given by (4.23))

in the presence of effective matter and spin densities. To examine this scenario, let us fix an

orthonormal set of coordinates, and consider the following ansatz for the spatial and temporal

non-zero components of the spin connection in orthonormal basis [67,68]:

ω̃i = −∂iφdx0, (4.35)

ω̃ij =
1

2

(

δil∂
jφ− δ

j
l ∂

iφ+ s
j
lv

i + sijvl + silv
j
)

dxl. (4.36)

Here φ (x) is the gravitational potential. Moreover we introduce an effective spin density sij (x)

with spatial velocity vi. Note that we are not adding a new spin Lagrangian into the theory. On

the contrary, we are considering an ansatz that includes the functions sij (x) in order to describe

the intrinsic non-vanishing torsion of the theory. These functions are related with the effective

spin density one-form defined in eqs. (4.28) and (4.34) according to

Sij
l = sijvl, (4.37)

and verify sij = −sji and si jv
j = 0. Thus, the ansatz relates the components of ω̃i and ω̃ij

in the chosen orthonormal system with the components of the effective spin density [69]. Next,

we set the m̃ field to zero, replace the ansatz in the equations of motion, plug in eq. (4.25) into

eq. (4.26), and compute its trace in tensorial language. This procedure leads to the following

modified Poisson equation

∇2φ(x) +
1

6
ǫijklv

2∂iφsj ms
m
ns

nkvl = 0, (4.38)

with v2 = vivi. The presence of the second term in the l.h.s. of eq. (4.38) is a direct consequence
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of the cocycle in the gauge algebra. It is noteworthy that the EB algebra was extended to a

FDA by means of its own topological properties and, the non-triviality of the cocycle Ω2 implies

a richer gauge structure in which the three-forms cannot be decomposed as combinations of one-

forms. It might be expected that, by turning off the three-forms, we would recover vanishing

spatial torsion and the standard Poisson equation as dynamics. This would be the case if no

cocycle were considered in the construction of the FDA. Moreover, if the cocycle were trivial, it

could be reabsorbed into the three-forms by a redefinition of the gauge fields. Consequently, the

non-triviality of the cocycle Ω2 is the origin of a modified dynamics with on-shell non-vanishing

curvature and torsion. Thus, standard Newtonian dynamics, with vanishing spatial curvature

and torsion, and flat hypersurfaces in the corresponding foliation is recovered by setting the

three-forms as vanishing, in addition to α = 0.

It would be interesting to explore the second order formalism of the 5D action proposed in eq.

(4.22). Since its variation leads to a modified Newtonian dynamics, it would be possible to make

a connection with the 5D case of the Newtonian action principle proposed in ref. [16]. However,

it must be noticed that such formulation is in general more challenging due to the presence of

the higher-degree forms and the cocycle in the equations of motion. Moreover, it would also be

possible to explore the potential connection with the 5D Chern-Simons actions that emerge from

the gauging of non-relativistic symmetries, especially in the case of the 5D EB algebra, where

the field content would match the one presented here, at least for the sector spanned by the

one-forms.

5 Concluding remarks

In this work, we have introduced a novel FDA as an extension of the EB Lie algebra. This

FDA includes three-forms in the adjoint representation of the EB algebra, and consequently,

its gauging leads to an extended field content. This approach highlights the role of Chevalley-

Eilenberg cohomology classes in the construction of a gravity theory. In this context, we have

made use of the formalism of non-linear realizations to formulate standard 4D Newtonian gravity

as a gauge theory of the EB algebra. Furthermore, we have proposed a 5D gauge theory for

non-relativistic gravity in the presence of three-forms. Regarding the 5D theory, the presence of

the cocycle (representative of the cohomology class) in the construction of the algebra generates

terms of geometric nature in the extended sector of the Lagrangian, which is constructed with

the components of the higher-degree curvature. Then, we have derived the equations of motion

and approached the problem in the framework of ECSK gravity, by turning off the higher-degree

fields, and proposing an ansatz for the geometric ones in terms of the gravitational potential and

an effective spin density. The replacement of this ansatz in the equations of motion leads to a

modification of the Poisson equation. Although this approach is useful for studying the effective

behavior of the non-relativistic gravitational field, it is important to clarify that it describes

the vacuum state of the theory. In other words, the theory presents intrinsic on-shell non-zero
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curvature and torsion. The behavior of such torsion is studied by adding the effective spin density

in the ansatz. In this way, the theory can be studied as a standard 5D non-relativistic gravity, in

the presence of a non-zero spin density.

It is important to point out that, although FDAs first appeared in the formulation of higher-

dimensional supergravity, their mathematical consistency does not require supersymmetry and

can be defined in purely bosonic contexts, as it is the case with EB-FDA. It is noteworthy that in

ref. [64], the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology classes of the bosonic Galilei and Poincaré algebras

have been studied. These results were carried out in a different representation than the one

studied in this work, which makes them inequivalent to the cohomology class associated with EB-

FDA. As future work, it would be interesting to formulate the non-relativistic FDAs and gravity

theories that emerge from these cohomology classes. Additionally, it would be interesting to study

compactifications of the theories presented in this work. This would allow, for example, to find

4D gravity theories that couple one-forms with three-forms. It would then be possible to study

the gauge symmetries presented by these theories in order to find a potential connection with new

FDAs presenting non-trivial cocycles in lower dimensions and different representations. Moreover,

it is noteworthy that there are several isomorphisms between relativistic, non-relativistic and ultra

relativistic algebras. For example, the three-dimensional Poincaré and EB algebras are isomorphic

to the so-called AdS-Carroll and extended AdS-static algebras [3, 4, 42]. These are changes of

basis wherein different physical interpretations are assigned to the gauge fields and symmetry

generators. Since the existence of non-trivial cocycles do not depend on the chosen basis, it would

be possible to construct FDAs for Carrollian algebras and study the effect of including cocycles

in their resulting dynamics. Moreover, it would be also interesting to explore the existence of

supersymmetric extensions of the cocycle presented in eq. (3.12) and the mentioned ones from

ref. [64]. This would allow to formulate non-relativistic supergravity models in higher dimensions

and their possible connection with relativistic supergravity theories that naturally include higher-

degree forms in their field content. In this way, bosonic FDA gauge theories (such as the one

presented in this work) can be proposed as the bosonic sector of supergravity theories with p-

forms. A similar approach was considered in ref. [70], where a bosonic Chern-Simons model with

p-forms was proposed as the bosonic sector of standard eleven dimensional supergravity.
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A Transformation law of the multiplet

Let us consider an infinitesimal gauge transformation of EB-FDA. The gauge parameter is

composed by the zero-form and two-form from eqs. (3.30) and (3.31). As it was mentioned, within

the formalism of non-linear realizations, the infinitesimal transformation law of the multiplet is
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set in a way that allows the extension of the gauge symmetry. For details on the formal definition

of these gauge variations, and their applications to specific cases of FDA1, see refs. [44, 52–56].

In this case, we find that the components of the multiplet one-form φ transform according to:

δφ = −θ,

δφi = −θi − θi jφ
j −

1

2
λiθ +

1

2
φσi,

δλ = −σ − θi jλ
j +

1

2
φiσi −

1

2
λiθi −

1

12
λ2θ +

1

12
φλiσ

i,

δλi = −σi,

δλij = −σij − θi kλ
kj + θ

j
kλ

ki −
1

2
λiσj +

1

2
λjσi. (A.1)

Eqs. (A.1) are the non-relativistic counterpart of the transformation law of the Poincaré multiplet

in eq. (4.5). The derivation of these transformation laws completes the gauging of the EB Lie

algebra in the formalism of non-linear realizations.

On the other hand, the components of the multiplet two-form Φ transform according to:

δΦ = −Θ+ 3αφθijω
i
kω

kj,

δΦi = −Θi − θi jΦ
j + 3αφiθjkω

j
lω

lk + 3αλθijω
i
kω

kj +
1

2
λiΘ+

1

2
Λiθ −

1

2
Φσi −

1

2
φΣi

+
1

2
Φi

jθ
j −

1

2
Θi

jφ
j +

1

6
φΦi

jσ
j −

1

12
φΘi

jλ
j −

1

12
θΦi

jλ
j,

δΦij = −Θij − θi kΦ
kj + θ

j
kΦ

ki,

δΛ = −Σ+
1

2
λiΘi −

1

2
Φiσi −

1

2
φiΣi +

1

2
Λiθi −

1

6
θΛiλ

i +
1

6
Θijλ

iφj +
1

12
φΛiσ

i

−
1

12
λ2Θ+

1

12
Φλiσ

i +
1

12
φλiΣ

i −
1

12
Φijλ

iθj +
1

12
Φijφ

iσj,

δΛi = −Σi − θi jΛ
j +

1

2
Φi

jσ
j −

1

2
Θi

jλ
j,

δΛij = −Σij − θi kΛ
kj + θ

j
kΛ

ki +
1

2

(

λiΣj + Λiσj +Φi
kσ

kj −Θi
kλ

kj −
1

3
λiΦj

kσ
k

−
1

6
Φi

kλ
kσj +

1

6
λiΘj

kλ
k − (i ↔ j)

)

. (A.2)

The setting of the transformation laws (A.2), in addition to (A.1), completes the gauging of

EB-FDA in the formalism of non-linear realizations.
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